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request, and taking with him only five of his|mass in the presence of his pe ople, and bap- 





men, was conducted through the most diffi-|tised all upon whom the rite had not been pre- 
cult and faticuing roads to the presence of the | viously performed. 


chief. 


, 
He was received with great civility. 


About thirteen years after his flight, Don 


The chief was surrounded by five of his cap-| Enrique, as he was now called, returned to 


Price Two Dollars per annum, p yable in advance. | tains, and about seventy men, armed with | St. Domingo, the former place of his abode 





FOR THE FRIEND. 
THE INDIAN CHIEF. 
Concluded from page 193. 

Two hundred soldiers sailed from Spam un- 
der the command of Barrio Nuevo, who was 
furnished with a letter from the king to the In- 
dian chief, and was authorised to settle a treaty | 
which should afford to the latter every securi- 
ty and satisfaction which he could reasonably 
demand. Having arrived at Hispaniola, and 
made the necessary arrangements with the lo- 
cal authorities, he took on board some rela- 
tives of Enrique who were residing with the} 
Spaniards, and proceeded by sea to the moun- 
tainous district of the island. After an ardu- 
ous search of two months, he found an Indian 
hut with some. grain, which, as his intentions 
were peaceable, he did not allow to be injured. 
Having provided himself with a guide who 
professed to know where Enrique resided, he 
selected twenty of his soldiers, and taking with 
him a female cousin of the chief, set off in 
search of him. At the end of the third day’s 
march, he learned from some Indians whom 
he was so fortunate as to surprise, that the 
chief was then near a lake about twelve 
leagues distant, the road to which was exceed- 
ingly rough and difficult. On his way thither 





i swords, shields, and helmets. 


The soldiers on| He was entertained with great ceremony, and 


each side were ordered to remain at a distance,|had no reason to regret his reliance upon t 


while the two commanders took their seat to-| promises of the government. 


lle selected, ; 


gether under a tree, and entered upon the sub-|a permanent residence, a district of country 


ject of their conference. 


Barrio Nuevo, after |about fourteen leagues to the north east of St 


stating the object of his mission, delivered the} Domingo, where he settled with 4000 Indians, 
letter of the king, in which Enrique was ad-|and continued without disturbance to exercis 
dressed by the title of knighthood, and was so-| the authority of an ancient cazique, subor 
lemnly assured of the royal forgiveness and | nate only to the Spanish sovereign. 


favour. A despatch to the same effect from | 
the supreme government of the island was also | 
presented to him; and nothing was omitted | 


which could impress him with a conviction| 


—> 


FOR THE FRIEND. 


Should the following piece be deemed suit 


that the proposals, now offered to his accept- able to occupy some corner in your paper, 


ance, were made with perfect sincerity. 
rique expressed his high sense of the favour of | 
the king, and said that he had always desired! 


En-| 15 at your service. 


M. A 


\INCOMPREHENSIBILITY OF JEMOVAHI. 


! . 
= . * } vy searching u f fod ? canst { 
peace, which had hitherto been prev nted only i** Canst thou, by searching, find out God? Canst | 


by the bad faith which had been used to- 
wards him from the beginning of the rebellion. 
Having withdrawn and consulted with his cap-| 
tains, he declared his willingness to obey the| 
king; and a treaty was immediately arranged. 
The only conditions required of him were, that} 
he should recall all those parties of Indians| 
who.were making war upon the Spaniards; 
should assist in arresting the fugitive negroes 
who had recently begun to be troublesome; 
and should restore to their masters such as 
were in his own power. 


It was agreed in re-| 


he passed through a village of neatly built cot-| turn, that when, confiding in the good faith of 


tages, well furnished with provisions and ne- 
cessaries, but deserted by the inhabitants. 
From this place, from which he allowed his 
men to take nothing but a few calabashes to 
carry water, a narrow, intricate path through 
the woods led him to the borders of the lake, 
along which he continued to proceed with the 
greatest caution and secrecy. ‘The Indians, 
however, were better informed than he ima- 
gined. I'rom a canoe, which made its ap- 
pearance at a respectful distance from the 


the Spaniards, he should descend into the 
plains, he should be supplied with sufficient 
land and live stock from the royal property, 
for the maintenance of himself and all his fol- 
lowers: Confidence was now established. 
The Indians and Spaniards embraced each 
other, and all supped together, excepting only 
Enrique, who adhered to his usual custom of 
taking his meals alone with his wife. 

Barrio Nuevo returned to St. Domingo, 


where he was received with great joy. The 


shore, he was informed that they had antici-|treaty was confirmed: peace was proclaimed; 
pated his arrival, and were well acquainted|and an Indian captain who had accompanied 


with the object of his visit. 


a message to her relative; but as they were 
afraid to venture within reach of the Spaniards, 
she was compelled to wade to them up to her 
breast m the water. On the following day, an 
Indian captain, attended by a small company 
of armed meh, arrived with two canoes, bear- 
ing a message from the chief to Barrio Nuevo, 
requesting a visit from him, and assuring him 
of his friendly disposition. The Spaniard de- 
termined, at whatever risk, to comply with the 


hey consented| him, was dismissed with valuable presents for 
io receive the cousin of Enrique on board with| Earique and his wife. 


A priest was also sent 
with a supply of spiritual favours. Enrique 
was a good catholic. Nothing had distressed 
him more during his long abode among the 
mountains than the death of the children of his 
followers without baptism. From the com- 
mencement of the rebellion he had repeated 
daily his pater noster and ave Maria, and had 
fasted every Friday. Upon his descent from 
the mountains, he was visited by the celebrated 
Las Casas, who, to his great consolation, said 


find out the Almighty unto perfection 2? 


, Job Xl. 


How can J comprehend my God, 
Who cannot analyze the flower 
That sheds its sweetness all abroad, 

And gaily decks yon sylvan bower 


Light, ether, water, colours, fire 
Have powers unsung—have paths untrod 


’ 


By sage’s foot—by poet’s lyre: 
Who then can comprehend his God 


A blade of grass, a grain of sand, 

Have whys or wherefores dark as night ; 
And shall | hope to understand 

The Eternal Mystic One aright 


I feel the wind, I see the tide, 
I mark the quivering magnet well ; 
But whence impelled, or where supplied, 
Or how attracted, none can teil! 


The stars, the sun, the sea, the wind, 
The florid earth, the air, 

Puzzle the sage’s mighty mind, 
To explore the vast arcana there. 


Then who can fathom His profound, 
Or rise to God’s eternal throne ? 
His essence man can ne’er expound, 
Or soar the altitude unknown. 


Yon painted insect on the wing, 

As soon might understand the globe, 
As man define the eternal King, 

Or sound the depth that baffled Job! 


What hangs on every coming day 
I do not know, | cannot see; 
And can I[ hope to know—ah, nay! 

Who dwells in all Eternity? 


The melodies that strike my ear, 
Yon landscape pictur’d on my eye, 
Are mysteries | cannot clear, 
Nor can the learned light supply! 








With finest tact of human wit, , 
Who can decipher mortal man ? 
I for my spirit’s portrait sit, 
Let Locke or Malebranche sketch the plan! 


Then who can trace the Eternal Cause? 
Though Newton, Bacon, Milton try; 
Mortals, it is beyond your laws, 
Here ye are blind as well as 1! 


But humble minds can at his feet 
Adore and pray, delight and wait, 

God’s presence in his temple meet, 
While sages stand without the gate. 


That love-reflecting gospel-glass, 

The mirror where His mind is shown, 
Though clear to babes—is yet, alas! 

To proud philosophy unknown! 


—=— 


FOR THE FRIEND. 
CLIMATE IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The mildness of the last winter in Pennsy]- 
vania was supposed to be unparalleled, and an 
opinion is entertained by some intelligent per- 
sons, that as the forests are removed by the pro- 
gress of cultivation, our climate will become 
more and more temperate. We are not about 
to enter the lists for an argument upon this to- 
pic, but merely design to give a fact or two, 
which may be new to many readers, certainly 
to those who have not conquered their deter- 
mination to avoid the dull tomes of the Histo- 
torian of Pennsylvania. Proud says, “The 
snows are frequently very deep in winter, and 
the frosts so intense, that it has not been very 
uncommon for the large river Delaware, even 
where it is near a mile broad, to be frozen 
over in one night, so as to bear people walking 
upon the ice in the morning.” So much for 
the severity of some winters. But that they 
were sometimes very mild, we have the testi- 
mony of Thomas Makin, who was one of the 
earliest settlers in the province, and, more- 
over, aman of observation and learning. In 
1689, he was the second master (the noted 
(ieorge Keith having been the first) of Friends’ 
grammar school in Philadelphia. Makin, also, 
vecasionally acted as clerk to the assembly, 
and perhaps never so far mistook his talents as 
when he ventured to write poetry. 1n,1729, 
he put forth a Latin poem, entitled ‘ Descrip- 
tio Pennsylvania,” a part of which, touching 
the weather, we quote, as given by his transla- 
tor. 


“ Beneath the temp’rate zone the country lics, 
And heat and cold with grateful change supplies, 
To fifteen hours extends the longest day, 

When Sol in Cancer points his fervid ray: 

Yet here the winter season is severe; 
And summer's heat is difficult to bear. 

But western winds oft cool the scorching ray, 
And southern breezes warm the winter's day. 
Yet oft, though warm and fair the day begun, 
(‘old storms arise before the setting sun; 

Nay, oft so quick the change, so great its power, 


4s summer's heat, and winter, in an hour! 
. * * * * * 


~ * * * * . 


Sometimes the ice so strong and firm we know, 
That loaded wagons on the rivers go! 

But yet so temp’ rate are some winters here, 

That in the streams no bars of ice appear ; 

And ail the season boats and shipping may, 

With oar and sail, divide the liquid way; 

So various and uncertain is the clime, 

For heat and cold extreme, in little time! 



















THE FRIEND. 


Having written rather freely of Makin’s| Am I but what I seem, mere flesh and blood ; 


verse in English dress, it is due to him that a 
specimen of his Latin be given. 


‘* Hic estate solet tanquam aere gaudeat alto, 
Tollere se ex summis sepe acipenser aquis, 
Qui salit ac resilit toties, (mirabile visu) 

In cymbas ingens preeda aliquando cadit, 
Regius hic piscis minime pretious habetur ; 
Rarior est at ubi, carior est et ibi.” 


—<——— 


ENGLISH CLASSIC, NO, 8. 


The fame of Dr. Arbuthnot is inseparably 
connected with that of one of the brightest pe- 
riods in English literature. The friend and 
associate of Pope, of Swift, and Addison, he 
was inferior to neither in learning or in wit, 
while, in the versatility of his powers, he was 
decidedly pre-eminent. His private character 
was respectable and amiable, and he was the 
object of the warmest attachment on the part 
of his illustrious associates. Swift declares ina 
letter to Pope, that “our doctor has every quality 
and virtue that can make a man amiable or use- 
ful. Oh, if the world had but a dozen Arbuth- 
nots in it, [ would burn my travels.’* Yet with 
all his noble gifts and acquirements, the genius 
of Arbuthnot was too often wasted upon un- 
worthy objects. His writings are chiefly of a 
local and satirical character, disfigured by the 
obscenity and coarseness which the manners 
of the age tolerated; too learned at sometimes, 
and too personal at others in their allusions, 
to be generally relished or understood. In 
|these remarks we must reluctantly include the 
memoirs of Martinus Scriblerus, a satire, the 
ridicule of which is as fresh and poignant at 
the present day as when it was penned; and 
which, as it lashes follies inherent in human 
nature, that are reproduced with every succes- 
sive generation, will long continue to amuse 
and instruct. 








The miscellaneous writings of Arbuthnot, 
for the reasons above stated, are scarcely de- 
serving a perusal, and his name will be re- 
membered chiefly, as the friend celebrated by 
Pope and Swift, and as the joint author with 
them of the memoirs of Scriblerus. Yet 
among his writings there is a short poem, 
which, with all its faults in metre, the harsh- 
ness and stiffness that indicate powers unused 
to poetical composition, though far from defi- 
cient in poetical genius, may fairly be ranked 
as one of the noblest philosophical poems in 
the language. It is marked by a conciseness 
and strength in the argument, a grandeur of 
thought, a force and propriety of language, a 


mind; sound principles, and pious sentiments, 
that are not often combined within the same 
limits. We have selected it for the 


calculated to instruct and edify our readers, 


Know yourself. 


What am 1? how produc’d? and for what end? 
Whence drew I being? to what period tend? 

Am I the abandon’d orphan of blind chance, 
Dropt by wild atoms in disorder’d dance ? 

Or from an endless chain of causes wrought? 
And of unthinking substance, born with thought? 
By motion which began without a cause, 
Supremely wise, without design or laws. 


A branehing channel, with a mazy flood? 

The purple stream that through my vessels glides, 
Dull and unconscious flows like common tides : 
The pipes through which the circling juices stray, 
Are not that thinking I, no more than they: 

This frame, compacted with transcendent skill, 
Of moving joints obedient to my will ; 

Nurs’d from the fruitful glebe, like yonder tree, 
Waxes and wastes; I call it mine, not me: 

New matter still the mouldering mass sustains, 
The mansion chang’d, the tenant still remains ; 
And from the fleeting stream repair'd by food, 
Distinct, as is the swimmer from the flood. 

What am I then? sure of a nobler birth, 

Thy parent’s right, [ own a mother, earth; 

But claim superior lineage by my Sire, 









































Essence divine, with lifeless clay allay’d, 
By double nature, double instinct sway’d ; 
With look erect, I dart my longing eye, 
Seem wing’d to part, and gain my native sky: 
I strive to mount, but strive, alas! in vain, 
Ty’d to this massy globe with magic chain. 
Now with swift thought I range from pole to pole, 
View worlds around their flaming centres roll : 
What steady powers their endless motions guide, 
Through the same trackless paths of boundless void! 
{ trace the blazing comet’s fiery trail, 
And weigh the whirling planets in a scale: 
Those godlike thoughts, while eager I pursue, 
Some glittering trifle offer’d to my view, 
A gnat, an insect, of the meanest kind, 
Erase the new born image from my mind ; 
Some beastly want, craving, importunate, 
Vile as the grinning mastitts at my gate, 
Calls off from heavenly truth this reas’ning me, 
And tells-me I’m a brute as much as he. 
If on sublimer wings of love and praise, 
My soul above the starry vault I raise, 
Lur'd by some vain conceit, or shameful lust, 
I flag, I drop, and flutter in the dust. 
The tow’ring lark thus from her lofty strain, 
Stoops to an emmet, or a barley grain. 
By adverse gusts of jarring instincts tost, 
I rove to-one, now to the other coast; 
To bliss unknown my !ofty soul aspires, 
My lot unequal to my vast desires, 
As *mongst the hinds a child of royal birth 
Finds his high pedigree by conscious worth ; 
So man, amongst his fellow brutes expos’d, 
Sees he’s a king, but “tis a king depos’d: 
Pity him, beasts! you, by no law confin'd, 
Are barr’d from devious paths by being blind ; 
Whilst man, through op’ning views ot various ways 
Confounded, by the aid of knowledge strays ; 
Too weak to choose, yet choosing still in haste, 
One moment gives the pleasure and distaste ; 
Bilk’d by past minutes, while the present cloy, 
The flatt’ring future still must give the joy. 
Not happy, but amus’d upon the road, 
And (like you) thoughtless of his last abode, 
Whether next sun his being shall restrain, 
To endless nothing, happiness, or pain. 

Around me, lo, the thinking thoughtless crew, 
(Bewilder’d each) their different paths pursue ; 


.| Of them I ask the way; the first replies, 


Thou art a god—and sends me to the skies, 
Down on this turf, (the next), thou two legg’d beast, 


fine discrimination, and a vigorous grasp of| There fix thy lot, thy bliss, and endless rest: 


Between those wide extremes the length is such, 
I find I know too little or too much. 
“ Almighty pow’r, by whose most wise command, 


€ present) Helpless, forlorn, uncertain, here I stand; 
number of the English Classic, having never} Take this faint glimmering of thyself away, 
seen it reprinted in America, and thinking it| Or break into my soul with perfect day!” 


This said, expanded lay the sacred text, 

The balm, the light, the guide of souls perplext : 
Thus the benighted traveller that strays 
Through doubtful paths, enjoys the morning rays ; 
The nightly mist, and thick descending dew, 
Parting, unfold the fields, and vaulted blue. 

“ O truth divine! enlightened by thy ray, 

I grope and guess no more, but sce my way; 
Thou clearedst the secret of my high descent, 
And told me what those mystic tokens meant; 
Marks of my birth, which | had worn in vain, 
Too hard for worldly sages to explain; 


Who warm’d the unthinking clod with heavenly fire: 


: 
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Zeno's were vain, vain Epicurus’ schemes, 
Their systems false, delusive were their dreams! 
Unskill’d my twofold nature to divide, : 

One nurs’d by pleasure, and one nurs’d by pride : 
Those jarring truths which human art beguile, 
Thy sacred page thus bid me reconcile. 

Offspring of God, no less thy pedigree, 

What thou once wert, art now, and still may be, 
Thy God alone can tell, alone decree ; 

Faultless thou dropt from his unerring skill, 

With the bare pow’r to sin, since free of will : 

Yet charge not with thy guilt, his bounteous love, 
For who has power to walk, has power to rove; 
Who acts by force impell’d, can nought deserve ; 
And wisdom short of infinite, may swerve. 

Born on thy new-imp’d wings, thou took’st thy flight, 
Left thy Creator, and the realms of light; 
Disdain’d his gentle precept to fulfil; 

And thought to grow a god by doing ill! 
Though by foul guilt thy heav’nly form defac’d, 
In nature chang’d, from happy mansions chas’d, 
Thou still retain’st some sparks of heav’nly fire, 
Too faint to mount, yet restless to aspire ; 
Angel enough to seek thy bliss again, 

And brute enough to make thy search in vain. 
The creatures now withdraw their kindly use, 
Some fly thee, some torment, and some seduce ; 
Repast ill suited to such diif’rent guests, 

For what thy sense desires, thy soul distates; 
Thy lust, thy curiosity, thy pride, 

Curb’d, or deferr’d, or balk'd, or gratify’d, 

Rage on, and make thee equally unbless’d, 

In what thou want’st, and what thou hast possest ; 
In vain thou hop’st for bliss on this poor clod, 
Return, and seek thy Father, and thy God: 

Yet think not to regain thy native sky, 

Borne on the wings of vain philosophy; 
Mysterious passage! hid from human eyes ; 
Soaring you'll sink, and sinking you will rise: 
Let humble thoughts thy wary footsteps guide, 
Regain by meekness what you lost by pride. 


able and popular study. 
observed, that, except by the few who cult- 
vate natural history with solitary enthusiasm, 
the instruction communicated by the lecturer 
is soon forgotten. 1 am inclined to think that 
this must be owing to a radical defect in the 
usual mode of instruction by lectures. In the 
exact sciences, and in the languages, a teacher 
never thinks of putting his scholars upon solv- 
ing a problem until he is familiar with the de- 
finitions and axioms; or upon translating an 
author, dntil he has proved himself to be mas- 
ter of the grammar. His road is cleared of 
its difficulties for the student as he advances, 
and he is not allowed to take a new lesson un- 
til he has mastered the preceding one. 

In the ordinary mode of lecturing upon na- 
tural history, particularly botany and mineral- 
ogy, a different course is pursued. The teacher 
explains, in a few lectures at the commence- 
ment, the terms used in the science; hurries 
his class through this part of the course, in or- 
der to enter upon the classification, and then 
passes, in an equally hurried review, before him 
all the plants of the season, or all the minerals 
in his cabinet. He describes them, to be sure, 
as he proceeds, and it is the practice to reca- 
pitulate the preceding lecture. Still, with the 
honest intention, and the power also, of com- 
municating instruction on the part of the 
teacher, this mode uniformly fails of fixing 
principles and definitions in the mind of ith 
student. He is apt to become confused with 
the variety and rapid succession of objects 
which pass under his notice; his attention re- 
eel cen satin | laxes; he loses the thread of the subject, and 

. , is very apt, before the conclusion of the course, 
ON THE STI we OF NATURAL HIS=' to abandon the idea of seriously prosecuting 
TORY. 'the study. ‘This, I apprehend, is the situation 

I have always been surprised at the neglect| of most of those who attend lectures on natu- 
under which the teachers of natural history | ral history. ‘The mode of instruction, how- 
have languished. The various phases of or-| ever, may be improved. Ifa class of a limit- 
ganised life, and the properties of inanimate} ed number were to be formed—if each indivi- 
matter, are objects of deep and universal curi-| dual were to be furnished at the end of 
osity wherever civilization extends. We feel,| each lecture with specimens for his exam- 
all of us, an admiration of the beauty of na-|ination and description, and half an hour 
ture, whether exhibited in a bird, an insect, a| at the commencement were occupied in ques- 
shell, a flower, or a crystal. But those only|tioning the students thereon, an opportunity 
whom science has taught to discriminate and| would be afforded of exercising them as they | 


—>—_ 








conceive the pleasure which is thereby super-| practice their lessons as they were given. 


Yet I have generally | plan above suggested, of which he highly ap- 
proves, he will devote to it the necessary time 
separately from his general course. ? 


* * 





en 
From the Wesleyan Methodist Magazine. 

THE OMNIPRESENT. 
I see Him in the blush of morn, 
That softly tints the eastern sky, 
When day’s swect smiling beams return, 
And waken nature’s harmony. 
When dew-drops sparkle as they weep, 
And night, driven down the mighty steep, 
Gives place to the fair reign of light, 
Enthron’d upon her azure height. 


I see Him, when the silver moon 

Breaks forth at evening’s mellow’d hour ; 
Nor less at midnight’s * awful noon” 

I feel his presence and his power. 

His goodness shines in every star, 
Twinkling in beauteousness afar, 

His majesty and love are blent 

Around the spangled firmament. 


I see Him, in the smile of spring, 

When nature plumes her flowery vest; 
When plenty, with prolific wing, 

Pours balm in every wounded breast. 
He rides upon the autumnal cloud, 

He casts o’er earth the wintry shroud— 
The mantle of unsullied snow, 

And bids the floods of water flow. 


I hear Him, in the whistling wind, 

Which sweeps along the mountain’s height ; 
The whisper which it leaves behind, 
Bespeaks that He is Infinite. 

I hear Him, in the thunder’s roar, 

The waves that lash the distant shore: 

The wandering breeze obeys his nod, 

And owns the Omnipresent God! 


I feel Him—no—my heart was steel’d, 
Though Sinai blaz‘d before my eye, 
My stubborn soul, it would not yield ; 
I bade the vengeful arrow fly: 
Till now at Calvary’s “ groaning brow” 
I feel his love—lI yield—1 bow: 
My heart which not till now had felt, 
In deep contrition learns to melt. 
Bensamin Govon. 
Littell’s Religious Magazine. 


00 








Lectures on Botany. 


- — o — S. W. Conrad’s Lectures on Botany will 
to classify the infinite variety of objects, can| advanced, and they would be obliged to put in |commence on ; 


third day, the 15th instant, at 


J | Friends’ Academy , “ ‘hes 
added to the highest enjoyments that the mind,| have known botany to be taught upon this| ! riends’ Academy in Fourth near Chesnut 


without such instruction, is capable of receiv-| plan in a female boarding school with great 
ing. A person ignorant of botany may have,| success. To attempt to learn botany by mere- 
it is true, as keen a perception, and as lively a 
relish of the beauty of colour and form asa 
Linneus or a Decandolle. 


deciding, at a glance, whether plants, having| gested is really studying the science ; it would 
ae : . e 2 . ° . ‘ ‘ 
a general similarity, are distinct or identical] fix distinctions and principles in the mind, and 


is 


treet, at 5 o'clock in the afternoon. 
Tickets for the course may be had at D. B. 
ly attending a course of lectures, is like at-|Smith’s drug store, north east corner of Arch 


tempting to learn it by once reading over aland Sixth streets, or of S. W. Conrad, 39, 
>? . a . » rh aan ° 
Sut the power of| book on the subject. ‘The mode I have sug-| Zane street. 


—_——_ 


Mirth at the best is but a fluttering, inquiet mo- 
tion, that beats about the breast for a few moments. 
cypher the great book of nature. 1 do not|and afterwards leaves it void and empty. 
doubt it would render the science as attrac- 
tive as it is now thought to be repulsive, and 
that if pursued, it would soon form a corps of Genius may often be discovered by the manner in 
accomplished botanists. Such a course of in-| ¥/ children pass their leisure moments, 
struction, as it would limit the number of the Dillwyn's Reflections, 


class, and occupy more of the lecturer’s time,| We never practise a greater cheat on ourselves 

should receive a greater compensation than| than when we wish to be thought humble.—Jbid. 

has been usual. lam authorised to say, by wt 

the uninstructed mind. One would suppose} the very competent and respectable naturalist) p. y; >, _ oe — oa his hours 
; aa ae I pe ae f y ous effort, an 2s 

that the rewards which this science thus holds| whose lectures are now announced in the daily} A} . eieannaman 


. : : Ss At once he draws the sting of Life and Death: 
out to its votaries, would render it a favour-| papers, that if a class should offer, upon the} He walks with nature; and her paths are peace.” 


species; of decyphering those characters of| put the student in possession of a key to de- 
nature which appear so infinite and confused 
to the common eye; of giving its precise place 
in the general arrangement and order, not 
merely to the plants already known, but to all 
we may hereafter discover, of tracing through- 
out the vegetable tribes the perfect harmony, 
the fine gradations, the amazing skill, which 
distinguish allsthe workmanship of the A\l- 
mighty hand—this is a mysterious faculty to 


Pope's Letters. 








Young. 
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A succession of pu iblications, elicited by the! which, it seems, has been handed to the editor for 
Letter of Elias Hicks to Harvey Frink, have publication, under the apprehe ‘nsion that the senti- 
cnet ments of its author on the point in question, have 
within the last two months appeere din the} either “ been misrepresented or misunderstood.” 
‘* American Star,” printed at Camden oppo-| 


this city. At the of a number of 
our subseribers, w ho believe, that the develope- 
they have a 
more extended circulation, we have concluded | 
to insert the 


cation. 


























































As either of these suppositions involves a serious 
charge against those who differ in doctrinal views 
from Elias Hicks, and as the subject has been first 
introduced into the Record by the publication of his 
letter, I would respectfully request the liberty of 
|}making a few remarks in reply to it—observing, at | 
time, that it is not my inte ntion to engage 
in any controversy respecting it. 

When | look over the printed evidence, which has 
been before the public for more than two years, rela- 
tive to the sentiments of Elias Hicks on the miracu- 
lous birth of Jesus Christ, | am at a loss to conceive 
what could induce him to hazard the writing of such 
a letter as the one in question ; for surely he has had 
too much knowledge of mankind to suppose, that his 
negative assertion can destroy his positive de- 
made in years past. There must either 
been in the mind of the writer an inexcusable 

to deceive his friend, and disguise his senti- 
ments, or, which I should rather hope is the fact, his 
memory has become so impaired by the infirmities 


site request ¢ 


ments which contain, ought to 


whole in the order of their publi-| the same 


From the Feb. 13th, 1828. 


— , » fol] 
a copy of the following 
several errors occurred 


American Star, 

In ‘ae letter from 
Elias Hicks, in consequence 
of our compos sitor inadvertently omitting to correct 
the proof after it had been read, we therefore repub- 
lish it for the satisfaction of the F viens who request- 
ed its insertion, together with a review of 
cation. None regret more 
, the circumstance of the present division 
among the res Friends; and par- 
ticularly that its discussion ever found the way into} 
the newspapers; under an impression that it has had| 


it, com- now, 


municated to us for publi clarations 
have 


aesire 


than we a 


pe ctable Society of 


a tendency to divide rather than to strengthen the} of age, that he entirely forgot what he had previous- 
bands of social union among them; and, under these} ly asserted both orally and in writing, on several dif- 
impressions, we shall not willingly open our columns ferent occasions. The facts, which | shall presently 
to any more communications on the subject, unless} state, are such, that his denial in the letter under 
it be a candid avowal from Elias Hicks himself on} consideration, must certainly pass for nothing; and I 


the important subject in question, or of positive evi-| am astonished at the misguided and silly forward- 


dence tending to question the authenticity of the let-| ness which has led his friends into so indiscreet a 
ter from which the extracts in the review are made,! scheme as the publication of it—certainly an enemy 
from a respectable writer. The name of the writer} would not have done them a greater injury. The 
of the review is left with us for the satisfaction of| temper in which the letter is written, and the un- 
such only who have a right to require it. civil and unchristian epithets it contains, are cal- 


LETTER culated to expose the weakness and frailty of the 
JE [R 
: author, and are obviously incompatible with the meek 
ky Elias Hicks, in reply to one addressed to him on 
' lof t , ; ' ry List and forgiving spirit which ought ever to characterize 
( ‘ fig repo sim crcuiation o 178 disbe- 
/ 


: ae “when he was reviled, reviled not again;” but enjoined 
Jericho, 13/ 182%. 


h of 12th mo ’ 
st tat bless them that curse 





ves, and as truth will not gratify their envy, 


—_ h is the case 
r thought nor 


they 
in the pre- 
said that I dis- 


. tale-bearers, detractors of other men’s persons,’ 
munke lic their refuge, 
geet saan a i reports; 


terers, or even as this publican.” 
rood in view, but only 


their own envy, whicl se with all} 


the r orters could have no 


iis the « 


tale-bearers and detractors of other men’s 
The 
that repe 


and that, 


persons 


Well mioht the wise man sav, * words of a tale- 


of Elias Hicks. 


reflection 


; | to the prejudic 
sateth a mat-| 


with the 


re as wounds, and h or cool 


rateth very friends,” en- 


taining a review of a 
Thomas Willis, under date of 10th month, 1821. 


Of 


and destitute such creatures must be of that « harity, 
t the multitude of 


that ie covers 
present needful, 


apostle tells us, 
This being the 


tred friend, 


faults, 


LAY as 


I conclude 


letter contains a denial of the doctrine of the mira 
culous conception of Christ ; 


ELIAS HICKS, 


lit. But that having within the compass of 
| . . ~ 
| years past, been led into an examination of the an- 


: Beare eas a minister of that gospel which breathes “ peace on 
w in the miraculous conception and birth of Je- . . oe 
my ' earth, good will to men,” and whose divine author, 


his disciples to “ you; do good to 
Frrexnp Harvey Frinx: them that hate you; and pray for those that despite- 
Thy note ot the 6th imstant came hand, fully use you and persecute you.” 
and in wer thereto, | may observe, t Scribes It appears to me also to betray a self-righteous 
and Phar: ces are the same in every age. ‘Thou hast| spirit, not consonant with the humility of the true 
read how they be led the blessed Son of the virgin,| Christian; who, under a humble sense of the frailty 
great ar d holy pattern and perfect examle.| and corruption of his own heart, is ever ready * to 
And the Scribes and Pharisees of the present day are | esteem others better than himself.” But instead of 
owing their example, by spreading lies and evil! this, Elias Hicks styles himself “ much better” than 
orts concerning those who are endeavouring | those who find fault with his doctrines; while he ap- 
thituily to come up in his example and precepts; plies epithets and phrases of great contempt to the 
r it seems to be the only medium that some men | Jatter. ‘How dead and destitute,” says he, “ such 
to © alt themnselv s, by continually finding| creatures must be, &c.” and in the short space of a 
it'with those that are much better than them-| few lines, he denominates them “ scribes, Pharisees, 


” &e. 
&c. and charges them with “spreading lies and evil 
making lies their refuge to gratify their en- 


lieved thé account given by the evangelist res ” t-| vy; and re porting absolute falsehoods, &c. &c.” in 

g the miraculous conception and birth of Jesus) fact, almost every line is fouled by some such angry 

Christ, and thou may be fully assured, that whoe ver! and bitter e »xpressions. Now, though I am far from 

reported it, has reported an absolute falsehood ; | w ishing to judge uncharitably, his language sounds 

d may the Lord forgive them the dreadful fault.) tg me much like that of the Pharisee, who went up 

xr they know not what they do. And even if the |to the temple to pray; “ God, I thank thee, that | 

thing was true, as thou observes, it raised the preju-| am not as other men are, extortioners, unjust, adul- 
dice against the Society, and was doing harm; hence, } 


It is astonishing 
to me, that the officious persons who gave publicity 
to this letter, had not discernment enough to perceive 
|the impression which it must unavoidably produce 
A little penetration |. 
might have shown them, * how 
destitute it is of that charity that the apostle tells us 


ise danent tledt: perenne Tl decile natiess al alll con ; 
ious spirit that produced it, the only cause of all) eovers a multitude of faults.’ 
i ( ord and a SSersion, 1 pat now prevail in our c ° 
: a 3 : e yes $25, a pamphlet was s - 
once peaceful and favoured Society. How dead In the year 1825, a pamphlet was published con 


letter from Elias Hicks to 
I 
suppose many of the readers of the Rural Record 
have met with this book, and wil! recollect that the 


but, for the information 







———————— On eed 


|his belief, as far as history could produce a belief, for 
more than fifty years; and that although he had 
read, or heard the scriptures read, many times over, 


yet as he read or heard them read under the preju- 


dice of a traditional belief, he never observed any 
thing [in them] which appeared to militate against 
a few 


cient history of the professed Christian church, therein 
he discovered that many who made profession of the 
Christian name, believed otherwise, [that is, believed 
Jesus Christ to be the natural son of Jose »ph | and 


ithese at times stood foremost in esteem.’ 


The work which is here called “The Ancient His- 
tory of the Professed Christian Church,” my readers 
will easily recognise as “ Priestley’s History of the 
early Corruptions of the Church,” and with the 
knowledge of the fact that Elias Hicks has been a 
student of this book, it will not be difficult to per- 
ceive how he became possessed of his opinions rela- 
tive to the miraculous conception, as well as many 
other of his favourite notions. It is well known, 
and can be fully proved, that this is the book he al- 
ludes to. He offered it to a particular friend of mine 
to read, with many encomiums upon its contents, and 
to another person he presented a copy of “ Evan- 
son’s Essay against the Miraculous Conception,” 
with expressions approbating the sentiments it con- 
tained. The letter to T. Willis further says: “ Find- 
ing this to be the case, I examined the accounts giv- 
en on this subject by the four evangelists, and ac- 
cording to my best judgment on the occasion, | was led 
to think there was considerable more scripture evi- 
for his being the son of Joseph than otherwise. 
It ap pears that “ the prejudic es of a traditional be- 
lief’ in the miraculous conception, under which he 
had so long read the scriptures, and which prevent- 
ed him from observing “any thing in them which 
appeared to militate against this doctrine,” 
removed, and he found that “the accounts of the 
four evangelists” made Christ to be the natural son 
of Joseph, inasmuch as they contained considerable 
more evidence for his being so, than for the 
lous conce plion. It is 


dence 


was now 


mniracu- 


























easy to see, therefore, that 
Elias Hicks may tell Harvey Frink, in the letter I 
am reviewing, that he never thought nor said that 


he disbelieved the account of the four evangelists, 
and yet that he disbelieves the miraculous concep- 
tion, for he tells T. Willis that these very accounts 
disprove the miraculous conce ption, and contain 
“considerable more evidence for Christ being the 
son of Joseph.” Without commenting on the disin- 
genuousness and insincerity of this evasive declara- 
tion, I shall produce from the letter further proof 
of his denial of the miraculous birth of the Lord 
Jesus—he says: 

* But when we consider that he was born of a 
woman that was joined in lawful wedlock with a 
man of Israel, it would seem that if must shut the 
way to the enforcing any such belief, [viz. as his being 
miraculously conceived | as all their neighbours would 
naturally be led to consider him the son of Joseph, 
and this it appears very clear they did, by the scrip- 
ture testimony. 

The opinions of Elias Hicks relative to the con- 
ce os of the virgin Mary, may be easily perceived 
by the language of this extract. He considers the 
circumstance of her being married to Joseph at the 
time of Christ's birth as entirely shutting the way 
against any such belief as that of the miraculous 
conce ption, and corroborates his opinion by declar- 
ing that it is perfectly natural to consider Christ as 
the son of Jose »ph under the circumstances in which 
Mary stood ; and that the scripture testimony proves 
very clearly "that all the neighbours considered him 
so. .1 conceive it impossible that any man who had 
a proper degree of reverence for so sacred a subject 
as the birth of the Son of God and Saviour of the 
world, or who believed that Jesus Christ was really 
conceived by the Holy Ghost, could adopt such lan- 
guage as that which I have just quoted from Elias 
Hicks’ letter. If there was not another word of 









of such as may not have seen it, I will make a few 
extracts from it. Elias Hicks commences by telling 
Thomas Willis, that he was “ brought up in the his- 
torical and traditional belief that the conception of|son of Joseph, he says— 

Jesus of Nazareth in the womb of Mary, his mother, “ Neither would [dare to say positively that it would 
was effected by the power of God; and this has been | be my mind they should change their beiief, unless I 


proof that he denied the doctrine in question, this of 
itself would be abundant. 


Speaking of those who believe Christ to be the 


For the American Star. 
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as I consider, in regard to our) t 


ea nt posse ssed of; 
hoth non-essentials; and 1 may| 


vation, they are 
re 
in in me to smoke tobacco that was the produce of} i 
the labour of slaves, than it would be to helievé either | 
.f these positions ;” conseque ntly much greater sin} 
to smoke tobacco, than to deny the concurrent testi- 
m of prophets and evangelists, and thus make 
our blessed Lord and Saviour the natural son of 
ph. It is impossible, within the narrow limits of 
this essay, to go fully into the consideration of this 
singular letter, and the more singular denial which 
the writer of it now makes, but | would recommend 
very person who is interested in the subject, care- 
letter to Thomas Willis, and the 


ony c 
Jo- 


st 


fully to peruse the 


¢ 


review of it. } 

| might here safely rest my proof of Elias Hicks’ de- 
nial of the miraculous conce ption; but as his sermons} 
have been printe xd, and widely circulated by his own 


is 


nds and admirers; and greatly extolled, as con- 
iining the most sublime and clear views of his doc- 
s, | feel disposed to give a short extract from the | 
ne preached at the Arch street meeting house in 
Philadelphia, in the autumn of 1825. If further 
proof were requisite, the flat denial which it contains 


trine 


doctrine 


he 
i 


ot t in question, must certainly convince 
the most incredulous. Speaking of the lineage of| 
Christ, he says:—* We cannot suppose that it was} 


the outward bod y of flesh and blood that was begotten 
God, but a birth of the spiritual life in the soul. 
We must apply it internally and spiritually—for no- 
Ling can be a Son of God but that whichis spirit; and 
nothing but the soul of man is a recipient for the 
light and Spirit of God. Therefore, be 


Son of God, but that which is immortal and invisible. 


nothing can 


; 





Nothing sible can be a Son of God.’ * By the an- 
ilogy of reason, spirit cannot beget a material body; | 
ause the thing begotten must be of the same na- 
ture with its father. Spirit cannot beget any thing 
ut spirit; u cannot be gel fle sh and blood—wNo, my 
riends. 1T IS IMPOSSIBLE.” Philade sIphia ser- 
is, page 10. 
Comment upon such language as this is wholly 
superfluous. 1 shall, therefore, only add, that I am 
versonally acquainted with several persons who have 


onversed with Elias Hicks on the subject under dis- | 
ussion, and to whom he has explicitly declared his 
belief that Jesus Christ was the son of Joseph. 

In making the foregoing observations, I can truly 
iy, that | am actuated by no unkind feelings to- 
the writer of the letter, for I have ever re- 
xected his age and his venerable mien; but when a 
tter, containing such heavy accusations, affecting | 
the moral re putation of those who differ from hin on! 
ious topics, is thus wantonly brought before he| 
vublic, it is certainly due, in justice to the ac cused | 
yarties, that the evidence on which they rest their| 
opinion relative to his denial of the doctrine in ques-| 
tion, should be fairly stated—they are entitled to the 


This 


BS as 


relic 





rrivilege of being heard in their own defence. 
as 5 
considered to attach to the exposures which I have 
veen obliged to make, it must fall on those, whose 
ficiousness has brought the letter in question be- 
‘ore the public. ScRuTATOR, 


900 
OL. 


American Star, March 19th, 
We are again unavoidably drawn into the vortex 
ifthe unpleasant difference between the members of 
Society of Friends. We had intended to have 
forwarded our paper to Elias Hicks, which containe . 
his letter to Harvey Frink, with the review of it, &c. 
but as Dr. Elkinton informed us he should do the 
same, we deemed it superfluous. It seems the doc- 
tor has done it, and received an answer from Elias in 
return, and has communicated the following article, 
ontaining some extracts from the letter of Elias 
Hicks to him, with a request that it should be pub- 
lished ; with which request we are bound to comply, 
ace ording to our rules of publication, particularly as 
it is over the signdture of a responsible name, on 
whom the responsibility must rest. 
As this communication, with the extracts, may 
very probably elicit a reply, it may be proper to state, 
that we shall not publish any communications on the 


tae 


ould give them much greater evidence than I am at! nature of the writer, in token of his assumption of 


Harvey Frink, which you published some weeks since 


Jericho, 
the paper of that date. 


Hicks, dated Jericho, 3d mo. 
ing the receipt of the “newspaper containing a scurri- 
lous review, 


tions ; 


been my object in writing, and if any blame is | 


subject, pro nor con, unless it be over the proper sig-| tire, 


THE FRIEND. 





he responsibility attached to it. 
By a compliance with thi s proper and reasonable 


{ 


n the Star and Recor« 


For the Rural Record. | 
Friend Ellis——The review of Elias Hicks’ letter to 
»ver the signature of “ Scrutator,” was forwarded to 
with the editorial comment, as appeared in 
I from Elias 
5th, 1828, acknowledg- 


have before me a communication 


* &e. 
The following paragraph fulfils my expectation, in 


regard to his reception and valuation of such produc- 


and, | presume, every unbiasse sd mind, actu- 


, 


ated by correct and philanthropic feelings, will agree 


as to the merits of disguised objurgation ; ; “although 
I have been generally fixed in my mind not to go into 


any discussion of those anonymous pamphlets relating to 
myself, yet for thy satisfaction,” 


&e. &C. 
After noticing some of the primary accusations, 
comprised in the review, the writer concludes by as- 


|}serting, that the declaration founded on the opinion 
--and personal acquaintance of others, is * as great a 


falsehood as ever fell from the lip of any man; and un- 
less the reviewer brings forward his vouchers, I shall 
(says he) consider it as a fabrication of his own mak- 
ing, a real forgery.” 

When “ Scrutator” unmasks himself, bis vitupe- 
rations may be viewed in the light of legitimacy. 

At present there is enough extant to serve the pur- 
poses of the inclement and the impure. While such 
invectives are regarded as too inconsiderable for re- 
futation; and the clamour of such an assailant, as the 
ebullition of folly, which it would be a waste of time 
to confute; I shall withhold the manuscript until a 
more seasonable or cogent occasion, to preserve the 
tranquillity of old age from rude and blustering so- 
phistry. Respectfully, your friend, 

JOHN A. ELKINTON. 

Roxborough, March 17th, 


$28. 
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From the American Star, April 2, 
We insert the following communication, as we did 
that of Dr. Elkinton, solely on the responsibility of 
the writer. It appears to have a tende mncy to reduce 
the question relative to the doctrinal professions of 
Elias Hicks to a narrow focus. That Elias Hicks 
may have been misconstrued in some of his oral or 
written expressions, is very possible, as there are few, if| 
any persons, who attempt to speak or write publicly, 
suflic iently perspicuous to screen every paragraph or 
sentence from an interpretation never intended by 
the speaker or writer ; and if so, Elias Hicks would, 
in our humble opinion, not only be doing justice to| 
himself, but would gratify many friends by giving a 
clear, candid, and explicit exposition of his opinion 
on the subject, especially as it has become a theme 
of public discussion and investigation. 


For the American Star. 


A friend has kindly placed in my hands a copy of 
the American Star and Rural Record, dated “ Cam- 


den, March 19th, 1828,” contaming a communication, 
signed John A. Elkinton, relative to a review of Elias 


Hicks’ late letter to Harvey Frink, on the miraculous 
birth of Christ. Dr. Elkinton has inserted in his 
communication two short extracts from a letter writ- 
ten to him by Elias Hicks, in reply to the review 
;| signed “ Scrutator,” which was published in the Re- 
cord for * Feb. 13th, 1828: he has also added sun- 
dry remarks of his own, written with his usual ability, 
proving nothing more than that the learned doctor 
has suffered himself to get into a very ill humour; | 
shall, therefore, pass over his “disguised objurgation,’ 
“ vituperations,” 
and “ blastering sophistry,” without further notice ; 
referring him to Proverbs xxix. chap. 9 verse, as the | 
best answer to such “ ebullitions of folly.” 

A copy of Elias Hicks’s letter to the doctor has 
been handed to me, and as the extracts which have 
been published are very unfairly made, and to the | 
disadvantage of Scrutator, I propose to insert it en- | 
It is as follows, viz. 





} counteract some 


* inclement and impure invectives,” 


Jericho, 3d mo, Sth, 1828. 


Respected Friend John A. Elkinton, 


Thine of the 29th ult. was duly received 


d, with 


rther say, that I believe it would be much greater requisition, an answer will be received and published | a newspaper, containing a scurrilous review of a let- 


ter I lately wrote to Harvey Frink of Rochester, to 
false that he informed 
were spreading in his neighbourhood; and the 
viewer undertakes, in (he 
making a those who 
from me in doctrinal views, which is entirely 

take, as | had not in that letter : 
the doctrinal views of any persons, 


reports, me 


ne re- 
me of 
d 


a 


first plac to accuse 


serious charge against iffer 
inis- 
called in question 
but only the false 
reports of some unknown persons, who pu iely had 
charged me with a disbelief of the miraculous « 


mncep- 
I 
tion of the child Jesus; and the reviewer comes forthas 


a champion, on behalf of those false reporters, to jus- 
tify them in this unfriend! y and disorde rly conduct 

and as awe apon to war with, for want of a better, 
he calls up another fubled review of a leiter I wrote to 
Thomas Willis. And although I have been ceneral! 

fixed in my mind,not to go into any discussion of tho © 
anonymous pamphlets relating to myself, yet for thy 
satisfaction, I will notice one more declaration of this 


anonymous reviewer, W herein he as follows 
(after alluding to a communication | delivered in a 
meeting in Philadelphia, an abstract of which he has 
quoted, and I believe and I can hardly be 


lieve that there was an indiy one present, that had 


asserts 


nh t 


correctiy 


any right views of gospe ‘1 truths, but what assented 
to what is contained in that abstract, for there were 
thousands present who heard it, and not a single in- 


dividual mz a any objection to it in my hearing, al 


though I remained some time in the city. He then 
says, “* Comment on such language as this is wholly 
superfluous; | shall, therefore, only add, that Ia n 
| persona ly acquainted with several persons, Who have 
conversed with Elias Hicks, on the subjects under 
discussion, and to whom he has explicitly declared 
his full belief, that Jesus Christ was the son of Jo 


This, | assert, is as great a falsehood as ever 
fell from the lip of any man, and unless the reviewer 
brings forward his vouchers, I shall consider it as a 
fabrication of his own making, a real forgery. 
This is enough—for to spend precious time to con- 
fute clamour is only a waste of time. 
With due respect, I subscribe, thy sincere 


ELIAS HICKS. 


seph.” 


To John A. Elkinton. 


Such is the reply of Elias Hicks to the review of 
Scrutator. The reader will peree ive that the 
tracts published in the Record of the 19th inst. 
|eale ulated to make a very erroneous impression 
| specting its contents, which, instead of disprovit 
fully confirm the positions laid down in the review. 

The first thing worthy of notice is E. Hicks’s styl- 
ing the communication of Scrutator “ a seurri lous +e 
view.” Itis really surprising that a man who preaches 
| ema writes so much as E. H., should know so little of 
|the proper meaning of terms, 


;} the case from this expression. 
|or his learned friend, the doctor, to point put a single 
etter ats expression in the whole review :—it ill be- 
|}comes them, moreover, to of scurrility, after 
|} publishing and avowing such a letter as that to Har- 
vey Frink ; in which those who differ from Elias are 
| called “ scribes and Pharisees ;” 
destitute of charity,” 
other men’s persons,” and are sading 
lies'‘and evil reports ;” “continually finding fault with 
those that are much better than themselves ;” 
ing lies their refuge, 


ex- 
are 
re- 


| 


as would seem to be 
| would invite him, 


talk 


“ creatures dead and 
*“ talebearers, and detractors of 


accused of * spre 


“ mak- 


” * reporting absolute falsehoods,” 


and “having no good in view, but only to gratify 
their own envy,” &e. &e. ll these epithets and 


charges are embraced in one short letter, occupying 
only about 46 linés in a column of the Record, while 
the review, extending over more than two columns, 
has nothing scurrilous in it. | would recommend the 
readers of the Record to give both a careful re-peru- 
sal, and to draw the contrast for themselves. 
In the commencement of his letter to Dr. Elkinton,. 
Elias Hicks says, “the reviewer undertakes in the 
| first place, to accuse me of making a serious charge 
| against those who differ from me in doctrinal views,’ 
| &e 
This assertion “ is entirely a mistake,” for no such 
accusation ismade. If the reader will turn to the re- 
view, he will find that the observation of Scrutator 
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is confined entirely to ‘he manner in which the letter 
to Harvey Frink is inserted in the Record. The let- 
ter is prefaced with this remark: “ A subscriber, un- 
der the impression that the writer of the following 
letter has been misrepresented or misunderstood in 
regard to certain points of doctrine, requests its 
publication in our paper.” Speaking of this sen- 
tence, a part of which he quotes, Scrutatur says, 
“As either of these supposilions involves a serious 
charge against those who differ in doctrinal views 
from Elias Hicks, &c. &c.” It is obvious, therefore, 
that the allusion of Scrutator is solely to the prefa- 
tory remarks contained in the Record, and Elias 
Hicks “ is entirely in a mistake,” when he asserts the 
accusation to be brought against himself. Towards 
the close of the review, Scrutator speaks of the letter 
of Elias Hicks to H. Frink, as “containing heavy ac- 
cusations, affecting the moral reputation of those who 
differ from him on religious topics ;” this will not, I 
apprehend, be denied, unless the charges of “ lying,” 
* making lies their refuge,” &c. &c. which I have al- 
ready quoted, are not to be considered as “ serious 
charges,” which no man, who values his “moral re- 
putation,” will assent to. 

The letter to Dr. Elkinton contains several impor- 
tant admissions, which fully establish the correctness 
of Scrutator’s review. Elias Hicks acknowledges 
that he wrote the letters to Thomas Willis and to 
Harvey Frink, consequently, he is fully responsible 
for the sentiments they contain. He asserts, more- 
over, that Scrutator “calls up, as a weapon to war 
with, another fabled review of the letter to T. Wil- 
lis.” ‘This assertion “is also entirely a mistake,” for 
Scrutator has not quoted a single sentence from the 
review, but founds his argument on the letter itself, 
which Elias Hicks admits he wrote. Although he 
styles the review of this letter “a fabled review,” yet it 
contains so much truth, that neither E. H. nor his fol- 
lowers have thought it prudent to attempt an an- 
swer. He admits also, that the quotation from his 
sermon preached at Arch street, is correctly taken, 
and contends for the propriety of the doctrine taught 
in it: his denial of the miraculous conception is there- 
fore apparent from his own confession; and as he as- 
sumes as correct, all the important particulars on 
which the justness of Scrutator’s review rests, his let- 
ter to J. A. Elkinton must be conclusive as to the 
fact of E. H.’s having denied the miraculous concep- 
tion of the child Jesus ; and the more clearly so, be- 
cause he has not adduced a single fact or argument 
to overturn or invalidate the soundness of Scrutator’s 
reasoning, or the conclusions drawn from it. 

It may be proper to make a few observations upon 
the only point in which the correctness of Scrutator’s 
review is denied. It is in relation to his assertion, 
that he is personally acquainted with several indivi- 
duala who have conversed with Elias Hicks on the 
subjects under discussion, and to whom he has expli- 
citly declared his belief that Jesus Christ was the 
son of Joseph. Elias Hicks says, * This, I say, is as 
gieat a falsehood as ever fell from the lip of any man, 
and unless the reviewer brings forward his vouchers, 
J shall consider it as a fabrication of his own making, 
a real forgery.” 

The letter to Harvey Frink shows on what futile 
grounds Elias Hicks makes the charge of “lying and 
absolute falsehood,” against those who dare to dis- 
sent from him; and as the accusation in the present 
instance rests only on his assertion, Scrutator has no 
cause to fee] uneasy under it. After the admissions 
which Elias Hicks has made in his letter to Dr. E]- 
kinton, confirming the review in the most indubita- 
ble manner, Scrutator might safely leave his defence 
with the public—but the proof in support of his as- 
sertion is conclusive, and ought therefore to be stated. 

—Elias Hicks has declared his belief that Jesus was 
the son of Joseph, to several persons : 


Ist. Ina conversation with Joseph Whitall, in the 


city of New York, durmg the yearly meeting of 


v2: Joseph Whitall has given a certified statement 
of this conversation, dated 12th mo. 12th, 
which I extract the following, viz. 


822, from 


“| informed him, that, for several years, reports 


had heenin circulation, unfavourable towards him,and 
tLat, on these occasions, | had vindicated his charac- 
ter from a belief that he must have been misunder- 


etood, until last fall I met with a piece in writing, 
















said to be from his pen, in which he called Christ, the 


Jewish Messiah; that he was alone the Saviour of 


the Jews, and that he was not the son of God until af- 
ter the baptism of John, and the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. To this I offered my objections as unscrip- 
tural, but he justified them.” “ When I quoted the 
testimony of John, that the word was made or took 
flesh, he said it was impossible.” 

2d. In a conversation with Anna Braithwaite, Ann 
Shipley, and Samuel Parsons, at his own house, in 
the 3d mo. 1824: 

Anna Braithwaite has furnished notes of this con- 
versation, the correctness of which is confirmed by 
the two Friends who were with her. In those notes 
she says, ** Elias Hicks said, If A. B, would attentive- 
ly read the scriptures, she would believe Jesus to be 
the son of Joseph, and quoted many texts to con- 
vince her of it.” In a letter, which she subsequently 
wrote to Elias Hicks, dated 11th mo. 13th, 1824, she 
says to him, “I wish thou would endeavour to call to 
mind what pains thou took to convince me that Jesus 
was no more than a prophet, and that he was the son 
of Joseph. On the latter point, these were, I believe, 
thy words: * Thou canst not surely be so foolish as 
to believe Jesus to be the son of the virgin Mary— 
he was called the carpenter's son—he frequently al- 
ludes to himself as the son of man,’—and thou quot- 
ed many texts to prove it to me; and could I be 
likely to doubt my memory on this subject, when | 
heard thee publicly declare in a meeting for worship, 
‘ God is a spirit, and it is impossible he could beget a 
son save in his own likeness.’” In allusion to the 
account given by Anna Braithwaite of this conversa- 
tion, Ann Shipley writing to a correspondent says, 
“ Duty to my absent friend, respect to my own cha- 
racter, and, above all, a regard for the cause of truth, 
oblige me to assure thee, and all A. B.'s friends, that 
I was present during the conversations between her 
and Elias Hicks—the statement she lft was correct.” 
Samuel Parsons has also confirmed the truth of the 
narrative, so far as respects that part of the conversa- 
tion during which he was present. 

3d. In a conversation with William Jackson, an 
aged and venerable minister of the gospel, now liv- 
ing in Chester county, Pennsylvama; who assured 
me, that Elias Hicks declared to him that Jesus was 


the son of Joseph, and that the first two chapters of 


Matthew and Luke were fabulous. 

All these individuals are persons of the highest re- 
spectability, whose character for veracity is at least 
equal to that of Elias Hicks’; in addition to which, 
most of them are persons whose memory is not iin- 
paired by age. That this is far from being the case 
with Elias Hicks we have many proofs; one, which 
occurred during the yearly meeting of 1826, was so 


striking that it must be fresh in the recollection of 


most of his friends. He asserted, that he was nol at 
the quarterly meeting of Westbury, when a particu- 
lar conclusion, then under discussion in the yearly 
meeting, was come to; whereas the fact was, that he 
was not only there, but spoke a number of times in 
support of that conclusion. At the subsequent sitting 
of the yearly meeting, he acknowledged his error, and 
gave his advanced age and the failure of his memory 
as areason for it. I mention this merely to show 
how liable he is to mistakes, and,indeed, to this cause, 
I believe, many obvious contradictions-are justly to 
be attributed. It is really a matter of regret, that 
the fondness of his friends for controversy, should 
induce them to run to the public papers with every 
scrap that comes from his pen, and thus impose upon 
the injured parties the unpleasant necessity of vindi- 
cating themselves, and exposing the folly and weak- 
ness of the attack made upon them. This has been most 
disagreeably the case as regards the letter to H. Frink. 

I have given the names of five credible witnesses, 
whose testimony fully confirms the assertion of Scru- 
tator; and were it necessary | could add others, But 
I forbear—the subject is far from being an agreeable 
one, as it places me in opposition to persons whom | 
have long esteemed, and from whom nothing would 
induce me to differ in sentiment on such topics, but a 
conscientious belief that they are in error. I trust, 
however, that whenever I may apprehend it my duty 
thus publicly to dissent from the opinions of my 
friends, I shall always be preserved from stooping to 
the use of scurrilous or offensive language. 


THOMAS EVANS. 
















ELISHA BATES AND THE BEREAN, 
Continued from page 198. 


trines of the Society, it may be satisfactory to some 
of our readers to be presented with a concise view of 
soe of the leading points of difference between the 
two systems, 

It is not intended to abandon the course which ha 
already been adopted, in the examination of the Re. 
views of the Doctrines, but merely to call the atten. 
tion of the reader to the great impropriety of the de. 
clarations of the Berean, so frequently made, tha 
they hold the Doctrines of our primitive Friends, 

They differ from those worthy instruments, in re. 
lation to the condition of our first parents before they 


fell, the effects of the fall, both as respected them. | =] 


selves and their posterity, and the means by which 
they fell. They differ in respect to the character of 
Jesus Christ, and the benefits derived from Him, 
And also in the estimation of the Scriptures as a test 
of doctrines. 

There are many objections which they raise, in 
connection with these, that I have mentioned, and to 
which more particular attention will be given in the 
course of our examination of their Reviews; but it 
will be observed, that in differing, as they do, from 


state of man, the source of moral! evil, the character 
of Jesus Christ, and salvation by him, the two systems 
of religion must be widely and essentially different. 
And to let down the character of the Holy Scriptures, 
or deny their authority as a test of doctrines, can 
scarcely fail to unsettle the principles of religion, and 
render all discussion of them vague and unsatisfac- 
tory. 

The writers of the Berean do not allow that Adam, 
in his primitive state, was endued with so much wis- 
dom and understanding, as our early Friends sup- 
posed, or that he stood in that exalted condition, 
which has been represented. The fall, as respected 
our first parents themselves, but more particularly as 
to their posterity, is not admitted by these writers 
to have that important effect in producing depravity 
and a proneness to sin, which have been ascribed to 
it by the first members of the Society. They deny 
the existence of an evil being, distinct from man, or 
forming no part of his nature. They object to the 
doctrine of the proper divinity of Jesus Christ, or that 
the divine nature essentially belonged to him, or that 
he should be regarded as more than man. They ob- 
ject tothe terms propitiatory sacrifice as applied to the 
sufferings and death of our Lord Jesus Christ, and re- 
present the doctrines, to which these terms relate, as 
revolting to the first principles of reason. In con- 
firmation of these statements, compare the following 
extracts, 


Extracts from Early Friends. 

“ Adam, by his fall, lost his glory, his strength, his 
dominion.’ —Barclay’s Works, 310. 

“Man, the emblem of [God,] as a God on earth, 
and the glory of all his works,”—* man, the crown 
and glory of the whole, being tempted to aspire above 
his place, &c.—lost the divine image, the wisdom, 
the power, and purity he was made in.” Penn’s §. 
Works, fol. ed. 758. 

“ As it was requisite to his situation, that he should 
be immediately endued with such an understanding 
of himself and his Creator, as related to his present 
duty and effected his felicity, he certainly was, by 
divine wisdom and goodness, timely furnished with 
it.—It was undoubtedly in the light of this pure in- 
fluence, that Adam had such an intuitive discern- 
ment of the creation, as enabled him to give names 
to them, according to their several natures.”—Phipps, 
2. 4. 

Extracts from the Berean. 
“That Adam was created free from all moral impu- 


| rity, and in a perfectly imnocent state, cannot be 


doubted, and thus far he was in the image of God. 
But that he was inspired with so much wisdom and 
understanding is altogether hypothetical.—That our 
first parent was created in a child-like state, very li- 
mited in knowledge, as the account of him, I think, 
very clearly indicates.”—Berean, vol. 2. p. 163, 164, 
&e. 


As the writers of the Berean have endeavoured to 
inculeate the idea, that they hold the original doe. | 


our early Friends respecting the original and present | 
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Ext 


« All Adam 
Gentiles, as 
fallen, degent 

“The cond 
in this, that t 
in the things 
in regard to 

Whe had with 
him in the ce 
thereof thou 
death could 
& ; 
solution of t 
not die yet 
> must needs | 
with God.”- 

“ Though 

guilt to mer 
disobedience 
are come 0 
thing in th 
from whom 
self to comr 

« If, then 
in his natu 
light capah 
things; the 

“For we 
fruits of A 
seed which 
they are pr 

7 sands of tl 
> ther ever k 
% so also mal 
Holy and | 
Fevil to go 
Christ’s cc 
> ence and s 
© 335. 
> «“tIfallr 
* leads to cc 
gift from 
the first is 


cl * 






* Such i 
As men di 
praved, ne 
contradict 
experienc 
The write 
nature wa 
same dep! 
» arises pro 

“ Such 
) prove tha 
) totally de 
bi from effe 
> to be cer 
_ we begin 

| strongly 
inclinatic 
' Adan, is 
> would st 
> Adam's 
4 

“Vet ¢ 
seeing m 
lice, or a 
the subti 
his own 
man's o' 
had first 
found o 
lect Wo 

“ He 
good an 
reduced 
tion, bu 

* Ad: 
dominii 
the dev 
the ene 
and he 
And s 
weakn 
tions, 1 








hat 


ent 











> ther ever knew of the cating of the forbidden fruit; 


Extracts from Early Friends. 

« All Adam’s posterity (or mankind) both Jews and 
Gentiles, as to the first Adam (or earthly man) is 
fallen, degenerated, and dead.”’-—Barclay s works, 310. 

“The condition of Adam before the fall ; all agree 
in this, that thereby he came to a great loss, not only 
in the things which related to the outward man, but 
in regard to that true fellowship and communion 
he had with God. This loss was signified unto 
him in the command: “ For in the day thou eatest 
thereof thou shalt surely die.” Gen. ii. 17. This 
death could not be an outward death, or the dis- 
solution of the outward man; for as to that he did 
not die yet many hundred years after; so that it 
must needs respect his spiritual life and communion 
with God.”—Barclay’s works, 311. 

“Though we do not ascribe any whit of Adam’s 
guilt to men till they make it theirs by like acts of 
disobedience, yet we cannot suppose that men, who 
are come of Adam naturally, can have any good 
thing in their nature, as belonging to it, which he 
from whom they derived their nature, had not him- 
self to communicate unto them.”—ib. 

“ If, then, we may affirm, that Adam did not retain 
in his nature, as belonging thereunto, any will or 
light capable to give him knowledge in spiritual 
things; then neither can his posterity.”—2b. 

“For we affirm that as all men partake of the 
fruits of Adam’s fall, in that by reason of that evil 
seed which through him is communicated unto them, 
they are prone and inclined unto evil, though thou- 
sands of thousands be ignorant of Adam’s full, nei- 















































so also many may come to feel the influence of this 
| Holy and Divine seed and light, and be turned from 
evil to good by it, though they knew nothing of 
Christ’s coming in the flesh, through whose obedi- 
} ence and sufferings it is purchased unto them.”—ib. 
ee 
> “Ifall men have received a loss by Adam, which 
leads to condemnation, then all men have received a 
) gift from Christ, which leads to justification. But 
the first is true; therefore, also, the last.”—7ib. 359. 


Extracts from the Berean. 

“ Such is the Calvinistic doctrine of total depravity. 

As men do not now become all at once totally de- 
praved, neither did Adam. Historical facts plainly 
contradict this inference of our author, not less than 
experience, and the simplest principles of reason.” 
) The writer [of the Doctrines} reasons, that as Adam’s 
nature was depraved by sin, so he transmitted the 
same depraved nature to all his posterity, from which 
) arises proneness to sin. , 
“Such are the arguments resorted to, in order to 
» prove that all Adam's posterity must be, of necessity, 
/ totally depraved. But we can only reason, properly, 
from effects up to their causes; we ought, therefore, 
to be certain that an effect does really exist, before 
we begin to search for the cause. That we are all 
strongly inclined to transgress is certain. That this 
inclination is naturally stronger in us than it was in 
Adam, is by no means proved; but were it proved, it 
would still be a question whether this arose from 
» Adam's fall.”—Vol. 2. p. 165. 


Extracts from Early Friends. 

“Yet God, that made him, had pity on him; for he, 
seeing man was deceived, and that it was not of ma- 
lice, or an original presumption in him, but through 
the subtilty of the serpent, who had first fallen from 
his own state, and by the mediation of the woman, 
man’s own nature and companion, whom the serpent 
had first deluded, in his infinite goodness and wisdom, 
found out a way to repair the breach.”—Penn’s Se- 
lect Works, 758. 

“He who is now the devil was created of God a 
good angel; but by his own voluntary fall, he hath 
reduced himself to be a devil; not by any real crea- 
tion, but by a degeneration.”~-Barclay’s Works, 626. 

“ Adam, by his fall, lost his elory, his strength, his 
dominion, by which hey could easily have withstood 
the devil; and came under great weakness, whereby 
the enemy’s tentations had a ready access to him; 
and he became very obnoxious to fall under them, 
And so all his posterity are come under the same 
weakness and obnoxiousness to the enemy's tenta- 
ions, who induenceth them by entering unto them, 


(edie 


ude hk 


being distinct from man. 


THE FRIEND. 


il, be not man’s sin, yet if he have the least love or 


The Berean denies the existence of the devil, as a| 


(To be continued.) 


FOR THE FRIEND. 
HUGH ROBERTS. 
Concluded from page 199. 


Six years subsequently to his settlement at 


Merion, he made a visit to his native country. 
On which aceount he was furmshed with the 
following certificate: 


“From our monthly meeting at Haverford, 


the west side of Schoolkill, in Pennsylvania, the 
14th of the 4th month, 1688. 


“To all Friends and people, every where, 


to whom this may come, know ye, that where- 
as our dear friend and brother, Hugh Roberts, 
of the township of Merion, in the county of 
Philadelphia, in Pennsylvania,in America, hav- 
ing had an inclination upon his mind a consi- 
derable time to visit his friends and relations 
in his native country, in Wales, and having 
laid it before our monthly meeting, to which he 
doth belong, and Friends having nothing against 
it, this is therefore to certify all, that we have 
endeared love for our friend and brother, with 
true unity and fellowship, having had experi- 
ence of his faithfulness to truth, and his care- 
fulness in walking answerable unto it, both in 


life and conversation, having been serviceable 


amongst us, and a helper in the work of the 


Lord, and of good report and esteem amongst 


men, and we believe clear upon the account of and West Jersey, 


marriage, or any thing relating to it. 
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and powerfully inclining them to sin. And this ma- people, by whom he was univ ersally beloved. 
lignant influence is that seed of sin in all men, where-| His Jabours were by no means confined to 
unto they become obnoxious, by reason of the fall ; - 
which though in itself sin, yet is it not man’s, but the 
devil's, till man give way to it.”—* For, albeit, the pre , , ay 
tentation simply considered, or as presented by the de-| ceived the following certificate. 
- 

desire to it, albeit he join not actually, that shows his) fr, in the Welsh ‘T'ract, in Pennsilvania, the 
mind is already defiled and corrupted, and that he 
is become a partaker of it.”—ib. 768. 


Pennsylvania, but extended throughout all the 


»yrovinces on this continent. In 1696, he re- 


** Att our monethly meeting held at Haver- 


17th of the 10th moneth, 1696. ‘To our dear 


friends and brethren in England, Wales, and 
elsewhere: 


Entirely and truly Beloved Friends, 

The tender salutation of our dear love in 
the blessed and unchangeable truth, is unto 
you, whom the Lord hath gathered by the eter- 
nall arm of his power, in this his gospel day of 
free love and salvation, and our sincere breath- 
ings unto the Lord are, that he may keep and 
preserve you, and us, with all his people, to 
the end of our days. Our dear and well be- 
loved firiend, Hugh Roberts, being drawn forth 
to visit you, and having laid it before us, we, 
having unity therewith, could do no less upon 
truth’s account, and in his behalf, than to give 
this following account concerning him, viz. 
That he is a man, whose innocent life and 
blameless conversation doth adorn the gospel 
of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, of which 
the Lord hath made him a serviceable minis- 
ter, and hath owned him by his blessed power 
and heavenly presence, to the comforting, re- 
freshing, and confirming of many, and is well 
owned by his people also. He is a man well 
beloved by us among whom he lives, where the 
Lord hath made him a pillar in his church, and 
very serviceable in divers respects. He is one 
that the Lord hath made willing to spend and 
be spent for truth’s sake. His service hath 
not been only amongst us, and in this province, 
but also in New England, Long Island, Kast 
Maryland, and Virginia. 
lis services and sufferings, when in our na- 


“ And now, that the powerful presence of|"¥€ land, divers of us were acquainted with, 


the Lord our God may go along with him, to 
preserve and guide him in all his undertakings, 
and conduct him (if it be his will) tous again, 
is the earnest desire of your dear friends and 
brethren in the everlasting truth, and well 
wishers to all mankind.” 

In the following year, 1689, whilst absent in 
Wales, he was married to Elizabeth John, of 
Llwyn y Branar; the form of their marriage 
certificate is nearly that now employed by 
Friends, excepting the words uttered by the 
parties, which, as a curious relic of ancient 
practice in this respect, are worthy of quo- 
tation: “J here, in the fear of the Lord, 
and in the presence of this assembly, do take 
H. R. to be my wedded husband, to love, honour, 
and reverence him, and to behave myself toward 
him, in all conditions,as a wedded woman ought 
to behave herself towards her wedded husband, 
and of this my so doing, I call you who are here 
present to be witnesses thereof.” 'The decla- 
ration of the husband is equally full. 

He returned the next year with his wife, 
and a number of Friends, and others, who 
were induced to emigrate by the favourable ac- 
count he gave of the state of things in Penn- 
sylvania. 

From this period, he seems to have been 
chiefly devoted to his ministerial duties, in pro- 
moting the temporal and eternal welfare of the 


which are also known to many of our friends 
and brethren there. He hath stood firm in his 
testimony, as at other times, so also in the time 
of the late separation and division,* in these 
parts. Our sincere desires and humble prayers 
are unto the Lord, that he may keep, preserve, 
and accompany with his divine power and 
| blessed presence, in this his intended journey, 
|and at all other times, with us, and all his peo- 
| ple every where, to the glory of his great name, 
|comfort and edification of his church and peo- 
ple, to the convincing of many that are yet 
strangers to the blessed way of truth.”” This 
excellent testimonial is signed by fifty-seven 
members of the meeting. 

‘The subjoined extract from a journal, which 
he kept whilst performing this religious service, 
will show the delays which attended travellers 
on this continent at that time. His transit 
across the Atlantic, however, was more fa- 
yourable than usual, as four and even six 
months were frequently consumed, at that pe- 
riod, in navigating the tract of ocean between 
the two continents. 

** | left home, and was accompanied to Ma- 
ryland by Samuel Carpenter and John Ascue; 
we parted at the Susquehannah, and I pro- 
ceeded to West River, and thence to Richard 





* The separation produced by the unfuithfulnese 
of George Keith, and others, 
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days and two nights, at the house of a person, 
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that 1x miles broad; the 
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to carry me to the next river, Rappa- 


our society, Waiting for a 


river, 


passage 
great being 
{ could not 
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rom thence Friends sent a man} 


I was kindly entertained two! 


and the only means to keep clean from the cor-| ample to his neighbours, and those he eo 
ruption and vanity of the world. |versed with; zealously concerned against | 

Therefore my request to you above all is,| spirit that would sow strife and discord among: 
that ve fear the Lord! brethren, &c. 

Secondly, Shun vain, light, and airy compa-| ‘This certificate was dated on the 12th of th. ™ 
ny, nor suffer in yours; rather} 12th month, 1701; he proceeded immediat; 
follow you them that are sober, and who fear] to the performance of the arduous duty assign: 
God; the company of such will be a help to| him, and notwithstanding the feeble state 


such to come 


* 
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hannock, and | went alone through the woods, 
to the Taylor, 
who was very kind in furnishing me with some 
food, and putting me across the river. ‘The 
next day | obtained a horse and man, who 
came with me 14 miles, and leaving me, I went 
on foot six miles that might, and reached the 
house of a Friend where | had been before.” | 
After many weeks, he reached the mouth of| 
James River, “ where the fleet met,” 


and came house of a Captain God, to beg and beseech of him for grace and 
wisdom to walk Justly before lim, by which 
my soul hath received much good. 

Fourthly, I desire you to read the Scriptures 
and Friends’ books. 
after read, 
or 


meeting, 
young, that may draw you to lightness. 
and em-| there, desire of the Lord to enable you to per-| 
barked; but they were detained fifteen days| form your duty, to love and to serve God, and| 
before the ship sailed. “ We left,’ continues his| worship him in purity and truth, not in a form 


note, “ the Capes of Virginia on the 7th day of| or show only, for that will not serve turn in| 


the « id month, and arrived at Plymouth on the} Heaven, nor on the earth. [ warn you that ye| 
22d of the 4th month, a passage of 46 days.”’| avoid the vain and idle; do not keep the com-| 
On this occasion he was absent two years,| pany of such; | believe you will not be untried | 


the service on which 
and greatly favoured to pe rform | 
his duty, according to the memoranda from time 

to time made in his note book. He thus wrote} 
concerning his visit to Penllyn, the place of his| 

nativity. “I desired notice might be given to} * 
as many of my old acquaintance and rek: tions] I desire each of you to take a copy of this 
us they conveniently could inform, that I did| letter, and not only so, but desire strength of'| 
not expect to remain long, and so go on my ‘the Lord to fulfil what [ have re quested of you, 
way. I knew abundance would be a greater joy tome, 


diligently occupied in I do not mean those only who! 


inake no profession, but such as make profession, | 


in this respect. 


he was sent, 


' andare out of the possession of the virtue which | 
isinthe ‘truth, the which is most dangerous; from | 


such company withdraw, and shun it. 
~ * * * * 7 * 


willing to! which, if you do, it will be 
see me, and I was desirous to see them at meet-| than if you had all the treasure of the world. 
ing, rather than at any other place, for I had ail must conclude. cannot add for 
secret hope, that some of them would be reach-| weeping; dear father, whose 
ed. This place was chiefly set before me, be-| Hvuen Ropenrts.”’ 
fore I went from home, and blessed be the 

name of the — he did not only Sparen me | 
to go, and leave them that were near and dear 
to me, but os enabled me, by his power and| 


beeause | 


ec, your 


who 
care is over you, 


“1697.” 


am 


On his return from Europe, he was accom- 
| panied by several hundred of his countryfolks; 
some of whomr settled at Gwynned or North 


wisdom, to perform the work and service he! Wales, and proved to be among the most va- 


Thirdly, I desire you fre quently to wait on| 





On first days, espec ially, | and neighbours. 
rather than to go to old| rived, when all gathered near to receive 

| benediction, and to listen to his final testimor 
I ‘ifthly, Go in time to meetings, and whe n| The awhal scene is thus described’and recor 


| AND BLEss MY Gop For IT,” and expired! T} 





_liad for me to do, for which my soul is More! luable inhabitants of the province. One of the 
engaged unto him than ever. In this meeung} agreeable circumstances which occurred dur- 
the Lord in a wonderful manner opened my| ing his absence, was an interview he had with 
heart and mouth, to proclaim his truth, and| the Proprietary at Bristol in England, to whom 
the way of it, and that in great tenderness, 80| he was enabled to communicate much impor- 
that the witness of God was reached unto, 1} tant information concerning the affairs of the 
believe, in all that were present, and many) )rovince; he thus mentions it: “Here I met 





i 
| 
TATE Cc 7 EO fG *s , ‘ ray | I as re77* 
were Convince d = God's truth and way. Oh, imy dear friend William Penn; we were not a 
what shedding of tears there was amongst} j;+4J¢ glad to see each other; we were together 


young and old; truth was uppermost, and over 
all. Blessed and magnified be the name of the | 
Lord for ever. 


but a short time, and par ted very unwillingly ; 
| the weight of my service then drawing me to 
_ _ | Monmouthshire, in Wales, whither I hastened.” 

Whilst from home, he addressed an epistle} After this extensive tour, he remained at 
to his children, some extracts from which will! home, occasionally attending the meetings of 
further illustrate his character, and may impart} | the neighbourhood, until 1701, when he be- 
benefit to others. lieved it to be his duty to make another visit 
“ Dear Children,*—This is to let you under-| ¢g New England. on which account he receiv- 
stand that I am in health, also that my love iS| ed the consent of his friends, who thus certify 
unto you, desiring you to fear the | ord in the| ‘concerning him: “that he has long been, and 
days of your youth, which is the best counsel] i, 4 serviceable man amongst us, and, of late 
I can give, because I know it to be better than| years, many have been convinced by and 
all the riches of the world; none can under- through him, and he has also been made in- 
stand or know the value of it but those that! strumental, in the Lord’s hand, to nourish and 
taste thereof, for it is the beginning of wisdom, strengthen those in their spiritual travel towards 
a settlement in the truth, for his testimonies 
have been to the sincere and upright amongst 
us, as the dew, and as the small rain upon the 
tender grass. In his conversation, a good ex- 


* He was twice married ; his first wife died before 
he came to Pennsylvania; their children, at the date 
of this letter, had reached an age to profit by his ten- 
der advice. 








bring you nearer to the Lord. his health, he was enabled to accomplish th 7 
work to his comfort and peace 

He reached home in time only to close | 
well spent life, amidst the endearments of ! 
affectionate family, and to experience the ki: 
}est manifestations of respect from his frie: 
His last hour on earth » 


tie: 


CSc na Pe 


ed: * A friend taking leave of him just befor 
his inane, remarked, that his deep tria 
were near to an end, and that he believed pea 
‘and everlasting joy would be his portion fri 
the Lord for his devotedness to him ; this fait 
ful and beloved servant, in much brokenness 
heart, in the sense of the sweet presence of Go 


upon his spirit, said, | AM SATISFIED THERE: 


event took place on the 18th of the 6th moni 
1702, in the 52d year of his age.” 
sania 
FOR TILE FRIENI 
After the clear and ample refutation, fir 
published in Bates’ Miscellaneous Reposito: 
and from thence transferred to our colum 
page 111, it might seem incredible that ther 
should be any necessity further to contradi 
certain false statements respecting the orig 
of the Indiana Epistle of the 10th month la: 
Nevertheless, it appears from information ¢ 
rived through various channels, that there a: 
persons so disregardful of the obligations 
truth, as to continue, and with a perseveri 
industry, worthy of a better cause, to prop 
gate the most glaring misrepresentations ( 
that subject. We therefore 


readily com 
with the wishes of several of our subscribers. | 4 
insert the subjoined extracts and certificate. 7 
Extract of a letter from a Friend, a member of Farmington m 4 
ly meeting, N. Y., dated 3d month, 24th, 1828, to a Fric : 
this city. 4 
‘You have, perhaps, seen or heard what the Berean says 5 

specting the epistle from Indiana, viz. that the issuing of it \ 


not the act of the yearly meeting, but of 


a party, with the as» 
ance of foreigners. 


Daniel Wood, of Ohio, a member of Indi 


yearly meeting, lately passed through this county, on a religi 
visit. I spent an evening with him and his companion, The 
French, of Ohio, and have taken down their account of | 


meeting, Which aceount | now have signed by their own ha 
It is as follows 5 

‘<* Finding there are misrepresentations in circulation respect 
the testimony and episile of advice issued by Indiana yearly nv 
ing against certain spurious doctrines, and the publications « ' ; 
taining them, for the clearing of truth and its testimony, [ h + 
by certify that the concern took its rise in the meeting for suf 5 
ings, of which Lam a member, and was present. A commit 
was appointed by that meeting to take the subject into consid: 4 
tion, which committee prepared the said testimony and epist 
advice, and produced it to a subsequent sitting of said meet 
where it was read and united with, without a dissenting ve 
from thence it was forwarded to the yearly meeting, which 
very large, and at which [ was also present; during the tim 
was re ~ading great stillness was observed, and at the conclusic 
very solemn cove ring was evidently over the meeting ; after 
time of silence, it was fully united with, by the expression of mor 
voices by half than I ever before heard in any meeting, on 4 
subject whatever ; a very few expressed their disunity ; [ belit 
not more than four or five. Several Friends from other yea 
meetings were present, but I believe none of them spoke to! 
subject, there being no occasion for it. DANIEL WooD 


‘“** T was present at both the before mentioned meetings, ani !¥ 
lieve the above statement to be correct. THOS. FRENCH 
‘* Macedon, Wayne County, N. Y. 11th of 3d Mo. 1822. 


“Thave been careful to give the copy in the exact language 
the original.” 
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